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Dean I. Campbell; Prof. G. Xistris; Dean R. 
Verschingel; 


INFORMAL SESSION 


It was agreed because of the lack of a quorum, to begin the meeting at 10:00 
a.m. on an informal basis and to deal only with the earlier items on the 
agenda that do not require a vote. 


Chairman's Remarks 


Dr. O'Brien advised that he had no particular remarks to make at this 
meeting. 


Question Period 


Responding to a question concerning Bill I, Dr. O'Brien advised that the 
University was planning to submit a Brief which will be along the general 
lines of the earlier Brief submitted by the Board of Governors. Also, a 
request will be made to have Concordia-representatives appear before the 
Commission. 


Senate was advised that the intention was the Concordia document would be 
publicized and various suggestions along this line are being considered. 


Reports from Councils, etc. 


Dean Berczi introduced Prof. L. Boyle who has been appointed as Acting 
Dean of the Faculty of Commerce and Administration for the coming 
academic year. 


He also reported that the Commerce and Administration Faculty Council at 
its last meeting passed a motion requesting approval by Senate that the terms 
of all existing officers for whom nominations or elections were requested be 
extended to September 30, 1977. 
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REGULAR SESSION 


It was announced at 10:10 a.m. that there was a quorum and Senate agreed 
to revert to item II on the agenda. 


Approval of Minutes 


IT WAS MOVED BY PROF. MCEVENUE, SECONDED BY DEAN 
BERCZI, THAT THE MINUTES OF THE SENATE MEETINGS OF 
MARCH 18, 25, AND APRIL 22, 1977, BE APPROVED. 


- MOTION CARRIED - 


Appointments 


Concerning faculty replacements to the Board of Governors, Dr. O'Brien 
explained that there were two positions to be filled and reminded Senate of 
the request from the Board of Governors that elections be held in two 
Faculties as opposed to the previous method of having Senate make the 
appointments. The Secretary of Senate advised that, as reported by Dean 
Berczi, the Commerce and Administration Faculty has requested that the 
term of its representative on the Board of Governors be extended to 
September 30, 1977. Also, that an election process was currently underway 
for a representative from the Faculty of Fine Arts. Dean Pinsky confirmed 
that the election was in progress in the Faculty of Fine Arts and was 
expected to be completed within a few weeks. Mr. Alex Duff, Chairman of 
the Board of Governors, expressed the appreciation of the Board to Senate 
for having accepted the recommendation concerning the election of faculty 
representatives to the Board.’ However, he pointed out that unless the 
recommendations on faculty appointments were received in time to be dealt 
with at the June 1977 meeting of the Board, they would have to be put off 
until September. Dr. O'Brien explained that at this point, the requirement 
was that Senate recommends appointments so that without a Senate meeting 
to deal with a new name from the Faculty of Fine Arts, it would be difficult 
to actually make that appointment until September. However, he did. not 
think that there would be any difficulty in having a person, if available, 
attend as a guest of the Board of Governors, that is, technically the 
membership could be covered. Also, the possibility of the Board extending 
the terms of present members was a question the Board could take up. 


Dr. O'Brien presented the nominations from the Steering Committee to the 
Senate Committee on "colleges" (DOC-US-77-10-Dl). 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN BREEN, SECONDED BY PROF. COHEN, 
THAT THE MEMBERSHIP OF THE SENATE COMMITTEE ON 
"COLLEGES", BE APPROVED (DOC-US-77-10-D]). 


It was pointed out by Mr. Bushe that his name was incorrectly spelled. 


- THE MOTION, AS CORRECTED, WAS VOTED ON AND WAS 
CARRIED - 
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IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN FRENCH, SECONDED BY PROF. FROST, 
THAT THE FACULTY APPOINTMENTS TO THE PRIORITIES AND 
RESOURCE ALLOCATION COMMITTEE AND THE LIBRARY 
COMMITTEE (DOC-US-77-10-D22), BE APPROVED. 


It was agreed that the date of May 31 be included with the term of Prof. 
Chalk on the Library Committee. 


- THE MOTION WAS VOTED ON AS CHANGED AND WAS CARRIED 


Dr. O'Brien explained that document US-77-10-D23 involved appointments 
which Senate does not make and was simply being tabled for the 
information of Senators. 


Concerning the appointments to the Committee on Student Appeals (DOC- 
US-77-10-D24), Dr. O'Brien reminded Senate that this was the Committee 
which was discussed at yesterday's meeting and explained that the 
document contained the nominations which were being presented by the 
Steering Committee. 


IT WAS MOVED BY PROF. COHEN, SECONDED BY PROF. GROSS, 
THAT PROF. A. DELAND, PROF. T. GRAY, AND MR. K. QUINN, 
BE APPOINTED TO THE COMMITTEE ON STUDENT APPEALS 
(DOC-US-77-10-D24). 

- MOTION CARRIED - 


New Curriculum Programmes 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN FRENCH, SECONDED BY DEAN 
BERCZI, THAT THE GRADUATE DIPLOMA IN ACCOUNTANCY 
PROGRAMME CDOC-US-77-10-D2) AS AMENDED BY B.G.S 
(DOC-US-77-10-D3) AND U.C.C.C. (DOC-US-77-10-D4), BE 
APPROVED. 


It was pointed out that questions were raised in the Board of Graduate 
Studies concerning the French language requirement, apropos of the 
U.C.C.C. report (DOC-US-77-10-D4). The first was whether or not it was 
advisable to mention the French language requirement in the Calendar as a 
specific quality of the programme. The second question concerned the level 
of proficiency in French and how the programme fits into the French 
language legislation of the Province. Dean Berczi advised that he was in full 
agreement that a statement concerning the French language requirement 
should be inserted into the 


Calendar and this would be done in due course. With respect to the question 
concerning the level of proficiency, he advised that he had discussed this 
with the Order of Chartered Accountants. The position of the Order was that 
regardless of what training in the French language the candidates may have 
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had, by legislation they must be examined by the Order for proficiency in 
French. The level of proficiency changes from year to year. The level of 
French proficiency was clearly spelled out in Bill 22; however, at this point 
no one is quite sure what the requirement will be under Bill I. Whatever the 
level of proficiency will be, the examination will be at the Order's level and 
not that of the University. Therefore, we have no direct responsibility 
beyond announcing and warning our students that they will have to pass the 
French proficiency examination set by the Order of Chartered Accountants 
at whatever level those examinations may be set at any given point in time. 


- THE MOTION WAS VOTED ON AND WAS CARRIED - 


Concerning the Bachelor in the Teaching of Mathematics programme 
(DOC-US-77-10-D5), Prof. Wheeler, S.G.W. Mathematics Department, 
advised that this was an "Avant-Projet" and the details were not to be 
regarded as final but rather as an indication of the thinking of the 
Mathematics Department at the present stage. He explained the programme 
and the rationale for proposing it. 


IT WAS MOVED BY PROF. COHEN, SECONDED BY PROF. 
WATERS, THAT THE "AVANT-PROJET" FOR THE BACHELOR IN 
THE TEACHING OF MATHEMATICS BE APPROVED AND 
FORWARDED TO THE COMITE DES PROGRAMMES 
(DOC-US-77-10-D5). 


It was explained that while the title of the programme was a direct 
translation of the terms used in the O.S.F. report, if it becomes advisable to 
insert the words "baccalauréat specialisé" this could be done at the 
appropriate time. 

- THE MOTION WAS VOTED ON AND WAS CARRIED - 


Courses for Special Summer Session - 1977 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN FRENCH, SECONDED BY DEAN BREEN, 
THAT THE COURSES FOR SPECIAL SUMMER SESSION - 1977 
FROM THE S.G.W. FACULTY OF ARTS, THE S.G.W. FACULTY OF 
SCIENCE, AND THE LOYOLA FACULTY OF ARTS AND SCIENCE 
(DOCS-US-77-10-D6; US-77-10-D7; US-77-10-D8), BE APPROVED. 


- MOTION CARRIED - 
Prof. Gross advised that there was one course in-Musical Theatre which 
had been approved by the Fine Arts Faculty and U.C.C.C., but through an 


oversight had not been forwarded to Senate. 


Senate agreed to consider the proposal. 


IT WAS MOVED BY PROF. GROSS, SECONDED BY DEAN PINSKY, 
THAT THEATRE 330 BE APPROVED AS A SPECIAL SUMMER 
SESSION COURSE - 1977, IN THE FACULTY OF FINE ARTS. 
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- MOTION CARRIED - 


Courses Approved by S.G.W. Faculty of Science - Winter Session - 1977 


Concerning the courses which were approved by the S.G.W. Faculty of 
Science - Winter Session - 1977, Dr. O'Brien explained that this item had 
previously been referred to in Senate but had not actually been formally 
dealt with. As it turns out this was a matter which was raised for action 
because of the exceptional circumstances that surround it. 


Prof. Cohen explained that the courses in question have been given, are 
completed, the grades have been submitted and the S.G.W. Faculty of 
Science was asking for retroactive approval of the courses on a one shot 
basis. 


Prof. Whitelaw advised that these courses were offered apparently under a 
misunderstanding on the part of the S.G.W. Faculty of Science as to how 
slot courses were to be administered. He felt that that had now been 
clarified. The situation was summarized in the report from U.C.C.C. 
(DOC-US-77-10-DI1O). 


Dr. O'Brien advised that the matter was appropriately summed up in 
document US-77-10-DIl from the Steering Committee of Senate.. 


IT WAS MOVED BY PROF. COHEN, SECONDED BY PROF. 
CHAIKELSON, THAT FOR THIS ONE TIME ONLY, CHE24ISTRY 
N-314 AND SCIENCE N-420 BE APPROVED RETROACTIVELY WITH 
THE UNDERSTANDING THAT THE FACULTY OF ARTS AND 
SCIENCE WILL DEVELOP AN APPROPRIATE POLICY ON "SLOT 
COURSES" (DOCUS-77-10-DI]). 


- MOTION CARRIED - 


Membership of the Board of Graduate Studies 


Dr. O'Brien advised that the recommendation concerning the proposed 
revision of the membership of the Board of Graduate Studies-was set out on 
the first page of document US-77-10-D12. The second page was the present 
membership of the Board of Graduate Studies. Document US-77-10-D13 
indicates what the membership of the Board of Graduate Studies will 
become if the recommendation is adopted. 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN FRENCH, SECONDED BY PROF. FROST, 
TEAT THE MEMBERSHIP OF THE BOARD OF GRADUATE 
STUDIES, EFFECTIVE JULY 1, 1977, BE AS DEFINED IN 
DOCUMENT US-77-10-D13. 


Dean French advised that the revisions to the membership of the Board of 
Graduate Studies were outlined in document US-77-10-D12 and 
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represented a minimal change approach to the creation of the new Faculty of 
Arts and Science. 


It was understood in approving the revisions to the membership of the 
Board of Graduate Studies that whatever title is eventually given to "the 
Senior Academic Administrative Officers of Divisions 1, 2, and 3 of the 
Faculty of Arts and Science" will officially become, part of the document. 
- THE MOTION WAS VOTED ON AND WAS CARRIED - 


Membership of the Computer Science Committee 


Concerning the proposed revision in the membership of the Computer 
Science Committee (DOC-US-77-10-D21), Dr. Giguere explained that the 
Committee took the view that there should be a minimum change in its 
composition to reflect the restructuring of Arts and Science. 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN BREEN, SECONDED BY PROF. 
MCEVENUE, THAT THE COMPOSITION OF THE COMPUTER 
SCIENCE COMMITTEE (DOC-US-77-10-D21) BE APPROVED AND 
RECOMMENDED TO THE BOARD OF GOVERNORS. 


It was stated that with the approval of the resolutions concerning the 
organization of Computer Science, which was the next item on the agenda, 
the Faculty of Commerce and Administration will become a much more 
responsible participant in applied Computer Science education and 
therefore, it would be more appropriate for that Faculty to have a higher 
representation on the Computer Science Committee. Notice was being given 
that when the total reorganization of the Computer Science operation has 
been completed a year from now, the Faculty of Commerce and 
Administration will seek a higher representation on the Computer Science 
Committee. 


- THE MOTION WAS VOTED ON AND WAS CARRIED - 


Organization of Computer Science 


Dean Breen presented and explained the resolutions concerning Computer 
Science (DOC-US-77-10-D14). He pointed out that there were some 
administrative problems in this area which were presently being ironed out. 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN BREEN, SECONDED BY DEAN BERCZI, 
THAT THE THREE RESOLUTIONS ON COMPUTER SCIENCE 
CDOC-US-77-10-D14), BE APPROVED. 


Concerning the second resolution, it was suggested that the words lion the 
Loyola Campus" should be deleted from the first sentence. It was explained 
that the intention was that significant Minor programmes and elective 
courses in Computer Science be available to students in the Faculty of Arts 
and Science which, as of July 1, 1977, will be located on both campuses. 
Also, the phrase "on the Loyola Campus" was covered in the second 


77-10-19 


sentence which states that "these courses and programmes must be located 
and scheduled in such a way as to be effectively available to our students." 
The fact was that at present those students who are "customers" for these 
courses are Loyola students and while initially these programmes and 
courses should continue to be available to the Loyola Students, we should 
not close the door in the future for these programmes and courses to be 
available on both campuses. 


It was agreed that the first sentence in the second resolution 
(DOCUS-77-10-D14) be changed to read "... for students in the Faculty of 
Arts and Science on both campuses." 


It was further stated that this being a Senate motion the words " ... to our 
students" in the second sentence in the second resolution become somewhat 
ambiguous and it was suggested that this be changed to " ... to Concordia 
students." However, it was pointed out that the students being referred to 
were students in the Faculty of Arts and Science and it might be preferable 
simply to delete the phrase completely. 


It was agreed that the words "to our students" be deleted from the second 
sentence in the second resolution (DOC-US-71-10-D14). 


- THE MOTION, AS CHANGED, WAS VOTED ON AND TWAS 
CARRIED - 


Resolution from the Board of Governors 


Mr. Alex Duff, Chairman of the Board of Governors, presented and 
explained the resolution from the Board concerning the titles of the Senior 
Academic Administrative Officers of the Divisions of the Faculty of Arts 
and Science CDOC-US-77-10-D16). 


Dean Breen explained that during the meetings of the Deans over the past 
three months the possibility of using the title of Dean for the heads of the 
three Divisions had been discussed, but they were apprehensive that doing 
so could be the beginning of the fracturing of the Faculty of Arts and 
Science into three separate Faculties. The Deans do not have as much fear at 
the present time of that happening, because of the evolution in the thinking 
of the people in the three Faculties concerned as a consequence of the debate 
that has taken place at Senate. 


He would prefer however, that the title of "Divisional Dean" be changed to 
"Dean of Division I of the Faculty of Arts and Science, etc." which would 
make the title a little more explicit and meaningful. 


It was argued that the title should reflect the responsibilities and the 
understanding of both the internal and external communities and should 
therefore be different from the other titles. Also, the function was different 
from the other functions, that is, we have approved the concept of the 
Provost and small units such as "colleges" and the responsibility of a 
"Divisional Dean" was not identical to the responsibility of a Dean of a 


Faculty who is responsible not only for the delivery system but also for the 
academic side. 


Any good organizational structure should recognize and distinguish between 
the two different set-ups and "Divisional Dean" versus "Faculty Dean" was 
a totally acceptable distinction. However, if we go the other way around and 
call everyone "Dean" there would be great difficulty in rationalizing and 
explaining the difference between the Arts and Science organization and the 
professional side. 


It was pointed out that in the Deans' Report the proposal for a Faculty of 
Arts and Science incorporating a "college" system was billed as something 
that was new and different and something that had never been done quite 
like this in any other university. 


The people in the University, faculty and students, have preconceptions of 
what a Faculty is and what a college is in a University. The Deans have 
stated that in Concordia we were not going to have what people usually 
think of as colleges and indeed even in what they think of as a Faculty 
insofar as Arts and Science was concerned. 


How this fits in with the name of "Provost" was a very major point. The 
word "Provost" was something new and it emphasizes that the "colleges" 
are a major part of the Faculty. There were many misconceptions about 
what we have been doing all year in Senate and the concern was that if we 
indeed name the three Division heads "Dean", the faculty, students, and 
perhaps the outside academic community would just think that we have 
three Faculties each headed by a Dean, that is, there will be inevitable 
confusion about what indeed we do have here at Concordia. 


The fact that many people do not know what the word "Provost" means in 
the Concordia context was not a problem that should be solved by changing 
the word "Provost" but rather one that should be solved by -a selling job by 
making the faculty and students in the University aware of what the new 
Faculty is and how the "colleges" fit in. 


Also, the fact that the three Divisional heads will not be doing the same sort 
of job as the Provost in charge of "colleges" was a problematic point and it 
was suggested that if it was undesirable to have four Provosts perhaps some 
other name should be found for the three Divisional heads. However, we 
should not opt for "Dean" because we were not in the same system as we 
were a year ago or for that matter, anything particularly close to it. 


It was stated that many hours have been spent trying to find a better title for 
these positions without success and unless someone could suggest another 
option we should retain the title "Dean". 


Support was voiced for the title "Divisional Dean", it being argued that the 
term "Dean" was understood to have different connotations in different 
places, for example, Faculty Dean, Dean of Students, Dean of Graduate 
Studies, etc. 


Concerning the title "Provost", Prof. Whitelaw urged Senators to agree to 
pronounce it either "provost" or "provést", as opposed to "provost" which 
reminded him of muscular characters carrying guns who made his life so 
miserable for him when he was in the army. 


It was stated that we must attempt to keep the situation as unconfusing as 
possible and fear was expressed that if we use old titles to designate new 
things we would indeed be confusing the situation. It was argued that if the 
"Divisional Dean" is in fact a Faculty Dean, that is, if these people are going 
to be doing all the things that Faculty Deans have normally done, we have 
been misled. On the other hand, if this is truly supposed to be something 
new and different and we wish to convey this both externally and internally, 
we ought to adopt a term other than 'Dean'. 


Again it was pointed out that at the present time we use the term "Dean" to 
mean various things and in using the appellation "Divisional Dean" or "Dean 
of Division I" indicates that it is quite different from a Dean of a Faculty. 


It was suggested that since the Divisions, as they are understood, are largely 
more administrative than anything else, perhaps the title of Assistant or 
Associate Vice-Rector might be appropriate. 


It was argued that the Divisions were in fact academic units, it being pointed 
out for example, that all graduate curriculum will come under the 
"Divisional Deans". 


An informal vote was taken on using the term "Divisional Dean" or "Dean 
of Division" as opposed to "Provost" for the four positions. The vote 
indicated a strong consensus for something involving the word "Dean". 


It was pointed out that insofar as signing correspondence under the official 
title was concerned, if we were to adopt one route it would be signed as 
"Divisional Dean, Division V and if we adopt the other route it would 
simply be "Dean, Division V. It was argued that it adds nothing to include 
the word "Division" twice in the title. Also, by adopting the title "Dean of 
Division I", we would avoid debates as to whether Assistants should be 
called "Assistant Divisional Dean" or simply "Assistant Deans". Further, 
even if Senate adopts the title "Divisional Dean" this would very quickly be 
abbreviated to "Dean, Division I", etc. 


IT WAS MOVED BY PROF. MCEVENUE, SECONDED BY DEAN 
BREEN, THAT SENATE RECONSIDER ITS EARLIER DECISION 
UNDER SECTION 8 OF ITS RECOMMENDATIONS TO THE BOARD 
AND RECOMMEND THAT THE TITLE "DEAN OF DIVISION I, II 

AND III" BE USED FOR THE HEADS OF THE THREE DIVISIONS OF 
THE FACULTY OF ARTS AND SCIENCE. 


It was argued that the title "Dean of Division I" would degenerate more 
quickly to simply "Dean" than would be the case if we were to adopt 
"Divisional Dean". 
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It was further argued that for purposes of efficiency, simplicity, and 
business sense, we should adopt the term "Divisional Dean", otherwise we 
will get involved with a lot of superfluous terminology. By itself, the 
nomenclature "Divisional Dean" adequately describes the position to people 
both inside and outside the University and it would be up to the individuals 
themselves to sign documents under whichever title they desired. 


AN AMENDMENT WAS MOVED BY DEAN BERCZI, SECONDED BY 
PROF. BESSNER, THAT THE TITLE BE CHANGED TO 
"DIVISIONAL DEAN". 

- THE AMENDMENT WAS VOTED ON AND WAS CARRIED - 


- THE MAIN MOTION AS AMENDED WAS VOTED ON AND WAS 
CARRIED - 


Amendment to the Composition of the Interim Council of the Faculty of 
Arts and Science 


Dr. O'Brien advised that document US-77-10-D17 was a resolution 
concerning an amendment to the composition of the Interim Council of the 
Faculty of Arts and Science which Prof. Adams had appropriately given as 
a notice of motion at an earlier Senate meeting. 


Dr. O'Brien pointed out that unfortunately Prof. Adams was not in Montreal 
at the present time and explained that the proposal in effect was directed 
towards reducing the size of the Interim Council. 


The feeling was expressed that it might be a worthwhile exercise to attempt 
a reduction in size in a year or two when the Interim Council has to be 
replaced by a permanent Council. But in the first round, especially with the 
difficulties of merging departments, it was extremely important for each 
department to feel it has its one representative on Council. However, we 
should indicate that within a year such a resolution, within the Interim 
Council would be worthy of discussion. 


Dr. O'Brien advised that it appeared that there was no inclination on the part 
of Senate to consider the question of a change in the composition of the 
Interim Council. However, the comment that it might be appropriate to 
consider this within the Faculty itself in a year, was something that could be 
remembered but that no formal action was needed in order for that to take 
place. 


Senate agreed to proceed to the next item on the agenda. 


Report from the Task Force on Film 


Dr. O'Brien explained that the Task Force on Film was established quite 
some time ago and it was noted in the Report (DOC-US-77-10-D18) which 
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was being tabled that in the interim, a number of the proposals have in fact 
taken place quite properly through other channels. 


His impression was that there was not a great deal for Senate to do with 
respect to the Report (DOC-US-77-10-D 18), other than to take note of it 
and perhaps approve the general direction which was being taken. 


Dean Pinsky advised that it was agreed by the members of the Task Force 
that the Report (DOC-US-77-10-D18) essentially represented the spirit and 
nature of the kind of possibility of working together between Cinema and 
Film. He felt that essentially the work of the Task Force was complete at 
this stage and with the reorganization of Arts and Science, perhaps a 
different approach might be considered. 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN BREEN, SECONDED BY DEAN PINSKY, 
THAT THE REPORT FROM THE TASK FORCE ON FILM 
(DOC-US-77-10-D18) BE RECEIVED. 


Prof. Whitelaw advised that the proposal for the B.F.A. in Cinema has been 
given an "avis d'opportunité" by the Conseil des Universités and will be 
going forward to the evaluation committee of the Conference of Rectors. 
However, since we have asked for substantial funding, we will still have to 
make the case that this is a priority programme and one of the conditions for 
being able to make that case was to be able to show that we have set our 
own house in order. Those people involved should prepare themselves over 
the next two or three months to be able to respond to questions in this area. 


- THE MOTION WAS VOTED ON AND WAS CARRIED - 


Report on Student Eligibility 


Mr. Quinn presented the Report on Student Eligibility and explained the 
recommendations which were set out on page 3 (DOC-US-77-10-D19). He 
pointed out that he had excluded the Sir George Williams regulation which 
required that a student be "in good standing". However, he prepared an 
appropriately worded clause covering that regulation based on discussions 
with various people, in the event that Senate should feel that it was desirable 
to include that in the regulations. He personally was not convinced that such 
a regulation was desirable and therefore had relegated it to the appendix on 
page 6 of the document. 


Concern was expressed over regulation 2 b), on page 3 
(DOC-US-77-10-D19) which would prevent new students from being 
appointed to the Senate, the Board of Graduate Studies, Faculty Councils, 
the Computer Science Committee, and particularly to the committees of 
these bodies. It was argued that quite often students enter the University 
who have an expertise in a particular area, wish to get involved and should 
not be prevent from doing so. Also, many of the programmes at the Masters 
level last for only one year and the regulation as it stands would effectively 
bar these Graduate students from sitting on most of the decision-making 
bodies of the University. 


Responding to a question concerning the "in good standing" regulation, Mr. 
Quinn presented a lengthy and detailed explanation as to why he had omitted 
that clause from the proposed regulations. 


It was argued that student participation in University affairs was one of the 
"goodies" which should be reserved, as is the case for tutorial courses, for 
the better students. The same should apply to participation in sports. Also, 
while it was true that there was probably as much educational value in being 
a good Senator as there was in taking some of the courses that one could 
describe, there was something very destructive in doing nothing else except 
being a good Senator. Students who do so are destroying themselves 
because that is a quasi-amateur, quasi-professional, completely pseudo 
political operation, and has its validity only in an extension of the academic 
operation. 


It was further suggested that a student who demonstrates an unwillingness 
to participate actively in what we are doing, namely learning and teaching, 
that is, whose values are different from ours, does not make a good 
representative. 


It was also argued that the student representatives on Senate should be 
representing the 98 percent majority of the student body who are "in good 
standing”. 


IT WAS MOVED BY DEAN FRENCH, SECONDED BY MR. RENNIE, 
THAT THE STUDENT ELIGIBILITY REGULATIONS CPAGE 3, 
DOCUMENT US-77-10-D19), BE APPROVED. 


AN AMENDMENT WAS MOVED BY PROF. MCEVENUE, 
SECONDED BY PROF. BESSNER, THAT THE "IN GOOD 
STANDING" CLAUSE CRESOLUTION 2 c), PAGE 6, DOCUMENT 
US-77-10-D19), BE APPROVED. 


While support was voiced for having the "in good standing" clause apply to 
student membership on the Senate, Board of Graduate Studies, Faculty 
Councils, and the Computer Science Committee, it was argued that it should 
not apply to membership on the committees of these bodies. The same was 
true for resolution 2 b), (DOC-US-77-10-D19). 


IT WAS AGREED BY THE MOVER AND SECONDER THAT THE 
STATEMENT "FOR MEMBERSHIP ON SENATE; THE BOARD OF 
GRADUATE STUDIES, THE FACULTY COUNCILS, THE 
COMPUTER SCIENCE COMMITTEE, BUT NOT WITH RESPECT TO 
THE COMMITTEES OF THESE BODIES", BE ADDED TO THE 
AMENDMENT. 


- THE AMENDMENT, AS CHANGED, WAS VOTED ON AND WAS 
CARRIED - 
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Mr. Quinn and Mr. Bushe asked that their votes against the amendment be 
recorded. 


AN AMENDMT WAS MOVED BY MRS. LOWENSTEYN, SECONDED 
BY MR, BUSHE, THAT RESOLUTION 2 b), (DOC-US-77-10-D19), BE 
DELETED. 


Support was voiced for the amendment, it being argued that we should 
allow for the exceptional case for students who have transferred from 
another University to Concordia and, who have an expertise which would 
be valuable to bodies such as the Board of Graduate Studies or the 
Computer Science Committee, to participate in those Bodies. 


It was also argued that resolution 2 b) would effectively bar undergraduate 
students from participation in University affairs during their first year, thus 
reducing the opportunity for involvement from three to two years. It would 
also eliminate practically all Masters students from participating in academic 
bodies. 


The feeling was expressed that new students should spend their first year 
developing an awareness of the problems and concerns of those they will be 
representing by participating in the various Student Associations. 


- THE AMENDMENT WAS VOTED ON AND WAS CARRIED - 


Concern was expressed over the use of the word "appoint" in resolutions 4 
a), b), and c), (DOC-US-77-10-D18) but it was explained that this was not 
intended to preclude the academic bodies themselves from appointing 
student members. 


It was suggested that the word "appoint" in resolutions.4 a), b), and c), be 
changed to "propose or appoint as procedurally appropriate". 


AN AMENDMENT WAS MOVED BY PROF. BESSNER, SECONDED 
BY PROF. WATERS, THAT THE WORD "APPOINT" IN 
RESOLUTIONS 4 a), b), AND c), (DOC-US-77-10-D18) BE CHANGED 
TO "PROPOSE OR APPOINT AS PROCEDURALLY APPROPRIATE". 


- AMENDMENT CARRIED - 


- THE MAIN MOTION AS AMENDED WAS VOTED ON AND WAS 
CARRIED - 


Concerning the remaining items on the agenda it was proposed that Senate 
deal with the Library Loans Policy and consider the request from the 
Faculty of Commerce and Administration for an interim policy on "re-reads 
and appeals” and then adjourn. 


Dr. O'Brien suggested that if Senate decides to postpone debate on the 
Academic Regulations until the Fall, 1977, we should plan for special 
Senate meetings in September or October. Otherwise, the possibility, of 


77-10-24 


77-10-25 


adopting the proposed academic regulations in time to be most effectively 
implemented for the following year would not be reached; that is, for 
maximum effectiveness these regulations should be included in next year's 
Calendar. 


It was agreed that the items concerning Academic Regulations be postponed 
until the Fall, 1977. 


Library Loans Policy 


Dr. Filion outlined the history of the current Library Loans Policy and 
presented the request from the Library Committee that Senate reconsider its 
resolution of March 25, 1977 prohibiting the circulation of bound and 
microform periodicals to the faculty (DOC-US-77-10-D20). It was pointed 
out that the request from the Steering Committee was that the Library 
Committee consider the possibility of having different policies, one for the 
Norris Library and another for the Science and Engineering Library. It was 
wondered why it was impossible to have different policies for those 
Libraries, both of which were located on the Sir George Williams campus. 
It was explained that while it was not impossible to have different policies, 
it was the unanimous feeling of the members of the Library Committee; 
which includes representatives from all Faculties, that the earlier 
recommendation from the Committee allowing for two day circulation of 
bound and microform periodicals among faculty members, should be 
adopted. 


It was argued that not allowing circulation would guarantee, through 
xeroxing, that articles would always be available to faculty members. On the 
other hand, if a journal from the Science and Engineering Library, which is 
not in the Loyola Library, is allowed to circulate it will not be available to 
anyone on either campus. It was suggested that faculty representatives on 
the Library Committee should be encouraged to attend their Faculty Council 
meetings at which the Library Loans Policy is discussed in order to acquire 
a complete understanding of the position of the Council with respect to this 
policy. Dr. O'Brien advised that there appeared to be a need for some 
consideration at the level of the Faculty Councils as a background of 
information to the members of the Senate Library Committee. He suggested 
that the Faculty Councils place the Library Loans Policy on the September 
agenda and that the faculty members of the Senate Library Committee, if 
they are not members of the Faculty Council, be in attendance at that 
meeting so that the Library Committee can provide Senate with a proposal 
which reflects the views of the various constituencies. 


It was agreed that the item be tabled until such time as there has been some 
follow through on the approach mentioned above. 


Resolution concerning Course Grade Appeals Procedures 


IT WAS MOVED BY PROF. WEST, SECONDED BY PROF. SMITH, 
THAT THE RESOLUTION FROM THE COMMERCE AND 
ADMINISTRATION FACULTY COUNCIL CONCERNING COURSE 


77-10-26 


GRADE APPEALS PROCEDURES BE APPROVED (DOC-US-77-8-D9). 
AN AMENDMENT WAS MOVED BY DEAN PINSKY, SECONDED BY 
PROF. GROSS, THAT THE RESOLUTION APPLY ALSO TO THE 
FACULTY OF ENGINEERING AND THE FACULTY OF FINE ARTS. 


- THE AMENDMENT WAS CARRIED - 


- THE MAIN MOTION AS AMENDED WAS VOTED ON AND WAS 
CARRIED - 


Adjournment 


IT WAS MOVED BY PROF. WEST, SECONDED BY PROF. GROSS, 
THAT THE MEETING BE ADJOURNED. 


- MOTION CARRIED - 


John Noonan 
Secretary of Senate 


JN/LB 


